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REMARKS 

The present response is intended to be fully responsive to all points of objection 
and/or rejection raised by the Examiner and is believed to place the application in condition 
for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and allowance of the application is respectfully 
requested. 

Applicants assert that the present invention is new, non-obvious and useful. Prompt 
consideration and allowance of the claims is respectfully requested. 

Status of Claims 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 7 - 18 are pending in the application. Claims 10-11 have been 
objected to. Claims 1, 2, 4, 7 - 18 have been rejected. No claims have been amended. 

Claims 10 and 1 1 have been canceled without prejudice or disclaimer. In making this 
cancellation without prejudice. Applicants reserve all rights in these claims to file divisional 
and/or continuation patent applications. 

The Telephone Interview 

Initially, Applicants wish to thank the Examiner Usha Raman and the Supervisory 
Primary Examiner Vivek Srivastava for granting and attending the telephone interview, with 
Applicants' Representative, Heidi M. Brun, Reg. No. 34,504 on May 25, 2005. In the 
interview, claim 1 was discussed, as was the Examiner's Official Notice regarding multi- 
polarization, transmission antennas. 

The Examiner's Official Notice reads: 

"The modification of Yiu in view of Ling lacks a multi-polarization 
transmission antenna. Examiner takes Official notice is taken that a multi-polarization 
antenna is well-known in the art at the time at the time (sic) of the invention. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use 
a multi-polarization transmission antenna in order to transmit signals in multiple 
polarization directions thereby increasing the chances of the signals being received." 
(Official Action, page 5, third paragraph) 
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Applicants' Representative argued that multi-polarization antennas are known. 
However, it was argued that it was not known, at the time of filing the application, to utilize 
such antennas for transmission. 

Consider Yiu. It covers a very similar technology to the present invention. It has 
wireless links 117 and 119 between its PC 107 in the den and its television 109 in the family 
room. However, Yiu does not discuss any of the details of wireless links 117 and 119, other 
than to say that they exist. There are antennas in the figures but they are not numbered. 
Moreover, reference numeral 243, which points to the antenna in Fig. 2, is described as an 
audio signal (see col. 4, line 18). Clearly, Yiu was not concerned with the quality of 
transmission to television 109. 

Adding Ling et al. does not solve the problem either as Ling et al. only teaches an 
antenna diversity receiver. Ling et al. does not discuss using the diversity antenna for 
transmission, as cited in claim 1 of the present application. 

Applicants traversed the Examiner's Official notice and argued that it was not obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use a multi-polarization 
transmission antenna in order to transmit signals in multiple polarization directions, as that 
was counter to the use of antennas at the time of the invention. At that point, transmission 
antennas were singular and reception antennas were diversity. The latter is necessary to 
effectively receive the multiple versions of the signals as they bounce off objects in the path 
between transmitter and receiver. It is the present invention which suggested using a multi- 
polarization transmission antenna in an attempt to increase the probability that the receiving 
antenna system will manage to fmd one sufficiently strong signal at some angle and/or 
polarization. 

The Examiner and Supervisory Primary Examiner noted that a further search, to 
multi-polarization transmission antennas, may be made. 
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CLAIM REJECTIONS 

35 U.S.C. § 112 Rejections 

In the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 10 and 1 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, 
second paragraph due to insufficient antecedent basis. 

Claims 10 and 1 1 have been cancelled and thus, this rejection is now moot. 

35 U.S.C. § 103 Rejections 

In the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1, 4, 7 - 9, 13 and 15-17 under 35 
U.S.C. §103(a), as being unpatentable over Yiu (US 6,008,777) in view of Ling (US 
6,172,970). 

In the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 2 and 14 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), 
as being unpatentable over Yiu in view of Ling as applied to claims 1 and 13 above and 
further in view of Hudson (US 5,818,517). 

In the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 12 and 18 under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a), as being unpatentable over Yiu in view of Ling as applied to claims 7 and 15 above 
and further in view of Bergins et al. (US 20030186706). 

In the Interview, the rejections to claim 1 were discussed and it was argued that 
neither Yiu nor Ling, nor their combination, teach a system with "a multi-polarization 
transmission antenna unit". This holds true for claim 13 as well. Neither Yiu nor Ling nor 
their combination teach receiving "multi-polarized transmitted output of said computer". 

Hudson and Bergins et al., brought to teach measuring the quality of a signal during 
non-image times and allowing a user to enter the quality level for a signal, respectively, do 
not teach multi-polarization transmission either. Thus, none of the citations, alone or in 
combination, teach multi-polarization transmission. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully assert that amended independent claims 1 and 
13 are allowable. Claims 4, 7 - 9 and 15-17 depend, directly or indirectly, from claims 1 
and 13 and therefore include all the limitations of those claims. Therefore, Applicants 
respectfully assert that claims 4, 7 and 15 are likewise allowable. Accordingly, Applicants 
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respectfully request that the Examiner withdraw the rejections to amended independent 
claims 1 and 13 and to claims 4, 7 - 9 and 15 - 17 dependent thereon. 



In the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 10 and 11 under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a), as being unpatentable over Yiu in view of Ling as applied to claim 7 and further in 
view of Rom (US 5,540,616) 

Claims 10 and 11 have been cancelled without prejudice or disclaimer and thus, this 
rejection is now moot. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully assert that this rejection should 
be withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, the pending claims are deemed to 
be allowable. Their favorable reconsideration and allowance is respectfully requested. 

Should the Examiner have any question or comment as to the form, content or entry 
of this Amendment, the Examiner is requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone 
number below. Similarly, if there are any further issues yet to be resolved to advance the 
prosecution of this application to issue, the Examiner is requested to telephone the 
undersigned counsel. 

Petition For One-Month Extension Of Time Under 37 CFR 1.136(a) 

The period for responding to the instant Office Action was set to expire on May 10, 
2005. Applicant hereby requests that the period for responding to the instant Office Action 
be extended by one (1) month, so as to expire on June 10, 2005. Accordingly, this response 
is being timely filed. 

The fee for a Petition for a One-Month Extension of Time is One Hundred and 
Twenty Dollars ($120.00) dollars for a large entity. No additional fees are believed due. The 
United States Patent and Trademark Office is hereby authorized to charge Deposit Account 
501380 in the amount of $120.00 and any additional fee which is necessary in connection 
with the filing of this petition and response. 
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Favorable action on this amendment and petition is courteously solicited. 



Dated: May 31,2005 

ALPHAPATENT ASSOCIATES LTD. 
P.O.B. 2345 

BEIT SHEMESH, ISRAEL 99544 
TEL. (US) 516-620-4573 
FAX. (US) 800-243-2384 
dswirskvfSialphapatent.com 
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May 22, 2000 



Respectfully submitted 




Daniel J. Swirsky 
Agent for Applicant(s) 
Registration No. 45,148 



